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4 2000/02 EA K Bt B Rt %

L ) Y #%E2%(S.E.) INFITMNSQ OUTFIT MNSQ
C 0.38 0.10 0.98 0.99
B 0.33 0.10 0.94 0.92
A -0.71 0.10 1.07 1.06

RMSE 0.10 Adj S.D.0.61 Separation 6.08 Reliability 0.97
Fixed (all same) chi-sqaure: 76.8 d.f.:2 sig: 0.00

35 2000/05 354 ¥ Bt B R %

A H )Y #8E2%(S.E.) INFITMNSQ OUTFIT MNSQ
C 0.46 0.12 0.92 0.90
B 0.33 0.12 1.10 1.06
A 0.12 0.12 0.84 0.84
E -0.44 0.12 1.07 1.07
D -0.47 0.12 1.09 1.09

RMSE 0.13 Adj S.D.0.41 Separation 3.30 Reliability 0.92
Fixed (all same) chi-sqaure: 47.2 d.f.: 4 sig: 0.00

% 6 2000007 324 % Bttt %

K Bt & L E22(S.E) INFITMNSQ OUTFIT MNSQ
B 0.22 0.10 0.83 0.87
A -0.04 0.10 0.86 0.84
D -0.09 0.09 0.94 0.96
E -0.09 0.09 1.25 1.30

RMSE 0.10 AdjS.D.0.11 Separation 1.15 Reliability 0.57
Fixed (all same) chi-sqaure: 6.8 d.f.: 3 sig: 0.08
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% 7 2009/10 =4~ —“Ff Bt mitse %

L Bt R #%E2%(S.E.) INFITMNSQ OUTFIT MNSQ
D 0.18 0.08 1.19 1.17
C 0.05 0.08 0.92 0.92
A -0.09 0.08 0.96 0.95
B -0.14 0.08 0.91 0.91

RMSE 0.08 AdjS.D.0.12 Separation 1.57 Reliability 0.71
Fixed (all same) chi-sqaure: 10.4 d.f.: 3 sig: 0.02

38 2000/12 ;24 % Bt B R34 %

L Bt R #%E2%(S.E.) INFITMNSQ OUTFIT MNSQ
D 0.14 0.08 1.14 1.14
B 0.03 0.08 0.82 0.82
A 0.00 0.09 0.81 0.81
C -0.17 0.08 1.18 1.18

RMSE 0.08 Adj S.D.0.10 Separation 1.28 Reliability 0.62
Fixed (all same) chi-sgaure: 8.6 d.f.: 3 sig: 0.04
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